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Abstract. We study the co-circular central configurations of the
general power-law potential n-body problem for which the center
of mass and the center of the common circle coincide. We prove
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1. Introductions

The Newtonian n-body problem aims at describing the dynamic be-
havior of solutions to Newton’s equations:

mkq̈k =
∂U

∂qk
, U = ∑

i<j

mimj

rij
, k = 1,2, . . . , n,

where qk ∈ Rd, d = 2,3 and mk > 0 are the position and mass of the i-th
particle, and rij = ∣qi − qj ∣. Though explored by great mathematicians
over the centuries, the problem remains largely unsolved for n > 2.
Central configurations have emerged as pivotal in understanding the

n-body problem’s dynamics. They produce a family of periodic solu-
tions, which maintain the invariance of the overall shape throughout
the movement. They also play an important role in many aspects, in-
cluding analysis of collision orbits, parabolic orbits, the bifurcation of
integral manifold (cf. [8, 9, 13]).

In this paper, the co-circular central configuration whose center of
mass is the center of the circle will be called centered co-circular cen-
tral configuration, following the terminology in [6]. It is obvious to
see that any regular polygon with equal masses makes a centered co-
circular central configuration [7, 11]. In order to answer the question:
Do there exist planar choreography solutions whose masses are not all
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equal? Chenciner proposed another relative question in [2]: Is the reg-
ular polygon with equal masses the unique centered co-circular central
configuration? The question was also included in the well-known list of
open problems on the classical n-body problems compiled by Albouy,
Cabral and Santos [1]. It is noteworthy, Hampton’s work in [5] pro-
vided a positive answer for n = 4. Recently, Wang’s research in [12]
confirmed a positive answer for n = 5,6.

Like many other problems in celestial mechanics, this problem has
also been explored in the context of the general power-law potential
n-body problem, where the potential takes the form:

Uα = ∑
i<j

mimj

rαij

In fact, when α = 1, it corresponds to the Newtonian n-body problem
and the limiting case α = 0 corresponds to the n-vortex problem.

U0 = ∑
i<j

mimjlogrij

Actually, Cors, Hall, and Roberts in [4] have established an affirmative
answer to Chenciner’s question for any n in the case of α = 0. Wang’s
work in [12] gave an positive answer for n = 3,4.
Hampton initiated another interesting approach to the question, that

is, to investigate the existence of centered co-circular central configu-
rations for mass distributed in some (not necessarily small) neighbour-
hood of the all equal masses. In [6], Hampton showed that there are no
centered co-circular central configurations formed by n equal masses
plus one infinitesimal mass in the case of α = 1. This result was subse-
quently expanded upon by Corbera and Valls in [3] to general power-
law potentials for masses formed by n equal masses plus one arbitrary
mass. In [10], we proved the nonexistence of such configurations in
several cases: when there are equal masses and exactly two unequal
masses; when there are two groups of equal masses; and when there
are a mix of equal masses and some heavier (or lighter ) ones, if ordered
in some specific way.

The goal of this paper is to show the nonexistence of centered co-
circular central configurations when there are equal masses and exactly
three unequal masses.

Theorem 1. In the general power-law potential n-body problem, no
centered co-circular central configurations exist when precisely n − 3
of the masses are equal, provided that the three equal masses are all
different.
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The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, We briefly list the
necessary forms and some important lemmas for the co-circular central
configuration. In Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.

2. Basic settings and useful lemmas

Suppose that there are n positive masses represented bym = (m1,m2, . . . ,mn)

placed around a unit circle centered at the origin in the complex plane.
Their positions are given by q = (q1, q2, . . . , qn) in Cn, with each position

defined as qj = e
√

−1θj = cos θj +
√
−1 sin θj. Without loss of generality,

assume that θj falls within the range (0,2π], and

0 < θ1 < θ2 < . . . < θn ≤ 2π.

We also write the positions by θ = (θ1, . . . , θn). In this way, the mass
vector determines the order of the masses on the circle. Now, the
potential Uα is

Uα(m, θ) = ∑
j<k

mjmk

rαjk
,

where the distance between masses j and k is given by rjk:

rjk = ∣2 sin
θj − θk

2
∣ =
√
2 − 2 cos (θj − θk).

It is a centered co-circular central configuration if

(1)
∂

∂θk
Uα = 0,

∂

∂mk

Uα = ∑
j≠k

mj

rjk
=
2λ

α
, k = 1, . . . , n.

The central configuration equations are invariant under the rota-
tion. To remove the symmetry, we specify that θn = 2π. Let K0 =

{θ ∶ 0 < θ1 < θ2 < . . . < θn = 2π} , CC0 = {(m, θ) satisfy (1), θ ∈ K0} .

Lemma 1 ([4]). For any m, there is a unique point in K0 satisfying
∂

∂θk
Uα = 0, k = 1, . . . , n. Moreover, the critical point is a minimum,

denoted by θm.

The dihedral group, Dn, acts on the set Rn
+
×K0 as followes. Denote

P =

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

0 1 0 . . . 0 0
0 0 1 . . . 0 0
. . . . . . . .
0 0 0 . . . 0 1
1 0 0 . . . 0 0

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

, S =

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

0 0 . . . 0 1 0
0 0 . . . 1 0 0
. . . . . . . .
1 0 . . . 0 0 0
0 0 . . . 0 0 1

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

,
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P =

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

−1 1 0 . . . 0 0
−1 0 1 . . . 0 0
. . . . . . . .
−1 0 0 . . . 0 1
0 0 0 . . . 0 1

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

, S =

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

0 0 . . . 0 −1 1
0 0 . . . −1 0 1
. . . . . . . .
−1 0 . . . 0 0 1
0 0 . . . 0 0 1

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

.

The action of Dn on Rn
+
is by the matrix group generated by P,S,

and the action of Dnon K0 is by the matrix group generated by P,S.
For any g = P hSl ∈ Dn, letting ĝ = PhS l,define the action of Dn on
Rn
+
×K0 by

g ⋅ (m,θ) = (gm, ĝθ).

Lemma 2. Assume that (m,θm) ∈ CC0 is a centered co-circular central
configuration, then

(1) For any g ∈Dn, g ⋅ (m,θm) ∈ CC0.
(2) Uα(m,θm) = Uα(gm,ĝθm) ≤ Uα(gm,θm) and ĝθm = θgm.
(3) m =gm implies ĝθm = θm.

Lemma 3. Given m and the corresponding θm, if there is some g ∈Dn

such that Hm(gm −m) < 0, then (m, θm) ∉ CC0.

Remark 1. The above two observations are extensions to that of Wang
[12]. While our object is the potential Uα, his attention is on the

function in the form of Uα +
U−2
K , where K ≥ 23+α

α .

A co-circular configuration can be viewed as a cyclic polygon, which
is by definition a polygon with vertices upon which a circle can be
circumscribed. The following fact of cyclic quadrilateral is important
for the study of Hm(gm −m).

Lemma 4. Consider a cyclic quadrilateral with vertices A, B, C, D,
which are ordered counterclockwise. See Figure 1. Then for any α > 0,
it holds that

S(G) =
1

ACα
+

1

BDα
− (

1

ADα
+

1

BCα
) < 0.

3. Proof of Theorem 1

The main idea is to use lemma 3, that is, if we find a suitable g ∈
Dn such that Hm(gm − m) < 0 is negative, then the nonexistence
is established. The masses can be ordered in many ways. We first
investigate the nonexistence in two typical orderings, (cf. Lemma 5
and Lemma 6 ) then complete the proof by reducing other orderings
to the two typical orderings.
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Figure 1. One cyclic quadrilateral. The dashed lines
correspond to the positive terms, while the solid black
lines correspond to the negative terms.

Proposition 1. In the general power-law potential n-body problem, if
all masses equal except three and there are two special masses in the
opposite position, there is no centered co-circular central configurations.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that the mass distribution

m =(1, . . . ,1,mi,1, . . . ,1,mn
2
,1, . . . ,1,mn)

Let g = S,Then

gm −m = ±(mi − 1)(0, . . . ,1,0, . . . ,0,−1,0, . . . ,0)

Obviously, we have
Hm(gm −m) < 0

By Lemma 3, there is no centered co-circular central configuration. □

The positions of the three special masses are as follows

Q = {i, j, n∣1 < i, j < n and i, j, n ∈ Zn}

Zn is Residue Classes Modulo n. For any element q ∈ Q, then the re-
maining two masses’ positions are q̃ and q′, Their masses aremq,mq̃,mq′

respectively.

Lemma 5. In the general power-law potential n-body problem, if all
masses equal except three and there exists q ∈ Q such that
((q′ − q) − n

2 )((q̃ − q) −
n
2 ) > 0 and (mq′ − 1)(mq̃ − 1) < 0, there is no

centered co-circular central configurations for this case.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that

(q′ − q) < (q̃ − q) <
n

2
For convenience, let

l = (q′ − q), s = (q̃ − q)
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Let g = SP q,Then

gm−m = (0, . . . ,0,1−ml,0, . . . ,0,1−ms,0, . . . ,0,ms−1,0, . . . ,0,ml−1,0, . . . ,0)

Obviously, we have

Hm(gm −m) = −
(1 −ml)

2

rαl,n−l
−
(ms − 1)2

rαs,n−s
+ (1 −ml)(ms − 1)S(G) < 0

By Lemma 3, there is no centered co-circular central configuration.
□

Lemma 6. In the general power-law potential n-body problem, if all
masses equal except three and there exists q ∈ Q such that
((q′ − q) − n

2 )((q̃ − q) −
n
2 ) < 0 and (mq′ − 1)(mq̃ − 1) > 0, there is no

centered co-circular central configurations for this case.

Proof. I.(q′ − q) ≠ n − (q̃ − q)
Without loss of generality, we assume that

(q′ − q) < n − (q̃ − q)

For convenience, let

l = (q′ − q), s = (q̃ − q)

Let g = SP q,Then

gm−m = (0, . . . ,0,1−ml,0, . . . ,0,ms−1,0, . . . ,0,1−ms,0, . . . ,0,ml−1,0, . . . ,0)

Obviously, we have

Hm(gm −m) = −
(1 −ml)

2

rαl,n−l
−
(ms − 1)2

rαs,n−s
+ (1 −ml)(1 −ms)S(G) < 0

By Lemma 3, there is no centered co-circular central configuration.
II.(q′ − q) = n − (q̃ − q)
Similarly, we let

l = (q′ − q), s = (q̃ − q) = n − l

Obviously we have

Hm(Sm −m) = −(ml −ms)
2 1

rl,s
< 0,

since we have assumed that ml ≠ms. By Lemma 3, there is no centered
co-circular central configuration. □

Without loss of generality, we assume that i < j < n,mi ≤mj ≤mn.
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Proof of Theorem 1. We are divided into the following two cases to dis-
cuss.
I.(Two special masses in the opposite position)
Firstly, By lemma1, the existence of two masses in the relative position
has been discussed.
II.(Other cases other than the first one)
Next, we discuss the other cases.(No masses will be in a opposite posi-
tion)
What we want to prove is that for all the cases discussed below, it can
always be proved by Lemma 5 and lemma 6 (There are always cases
that satisfy Lemma 5 and lemma 6).

II-1.(1 <mi <mj <mn(mi <mj <mn < 1))
If this situation does not the situation described by Lemma 5 and
Lemma 6.
Then the following three equations must be satisfied at the same time.

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

((j − i) − n
2 )((n − i) −

n
2 ) > 0 q = i

((i − j) − n
2 )((n − j) −

n
2 ) > 0 q = j

((i − n) − n
2 )((j − n) −

n
2 ) > 0 q = n

Ô⇒

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

((j − i) − n
2 )((n − i) −

n
2 ) > 0

((i − j + n) − n
2 )((n − j) −

n
2 ) > 0

(i − n
2 )(j −

n
2 ) > 0

Ô⇒

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

((j − i) − n
2 )(

n
2 − i) > 0

−((j − i) − n
2 )(

n
2 − j) > 0

(i − n
2 )(j −

n
2 ) > 0

It is not difficult to verify that the above three inequalities cannot be
satisfied at the same time, which is a contradiction.
Therefore, for II-1, there must be a case that satisfies Lemma 5 and
Lemma 6.

II-2.(mi < 1 <mj <mn)
If this situation does not the situation described by Lemma 5 and
Lemma 6.
Then the following three equations must be satisfied at the same time.

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

((j − i) − n
2 )((n − i) −

n
2 ) > 0 q = i

((i − j) − n
2 )((n − j) −

n
2 ) < 0 q = j

((i − n) − n
2 )((j − n) −

n
2 ) < 0 q = n

Ô⇒

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

((j − i) − n
2 )((n − i) −

n
2 ) > 0

((i − j + n) − n
2 )((n − j) −

n
2 ) < 0

(i − n
2 )(j −

n
2 ) < 0

Ô⇒

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

((j − i) − n
2 )(

n
2 − i) > 0

−((j − i) − n
2 )(

n
2 − j) < 0

(i − n
2 )(j −

n
2 ) < 0

It is not difficult to verify that the above three inequalities cannot be
satisfied at the same time, which is a contradiction.
Therefore, for II-2, there must be a case that satisfies Lemma 5 and
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Lemma 6.

II-3.(mi <mj < 1 <mn)
If this situation does not the situation described by Lemma 5 and
Lemma 6.
Then the following three equations must be satisfied at the same time.

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

((j − i) − n
2 )((n − i) −

n
2 ) < 0 q = i

((i − j) − n
2 )((n − j) −

n
2 ) < 0 q = j

((i − n) − n
2 )((j − n) −

n
2 ) > 0 q = n

Ô⇒

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

((j − i) − n
2 )((n − i) −

n
2 ) < 0

((i − j + n) − n
2 )((n − j) −

n
2 ) < 0

(i − n
2 )(j −

n
2 ) > 0

Ô⇒

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

((j − i) − n
2 )(

n
2 − i) < 0

−((j − i) − n
2 )(

n
2 − j) < 0

(i − n
2 )(j −

n
2 ) > 0

It is not difficult to verify that the above three inequalities cannot be
satisfied at the same time, which is a contradiction.
Therefore, for II-3, there must be a case that satisfies Lemma 5 and
Lemma 6.
Therefore, we prove that for II, there is always a case satisfying Lemma
5 and Lemma 6.
By Lemma 5 and Lemma 6, there is no centered co-circular central
configuration.
Combining I and II, we complete the proof. □
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